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position Professor Stevens occupies, and yet the solution of the diffi- 
culty lay in his own treatment of Son of Man and Son of God. Jesus 
believed that suffering and death, in so far as they were sent by the 
Father, should be gladly undergone by a Messiah whose office it was to 
set forth God's love and so found a kingdom of God composed of the 
sons of God. To receive suffering and death as coming from a loving 
Father is a part of the Messianic work of saving men from their sins. 

Far more satisfactory is the treatment of the parousia, in which 
Professor Stevens makes criticism an admirable aid to exegesis. 

We cannot trace the author farther in his treatment of Jesus. It 
will be enough to say that he has done his readers a great service in 
his insistence upon a thoroughly objective point of view, and the most 
critical of students, however much at places he may question conclu- 
sions, will admit the likelihood that he rather than the author is in the 
wrong. Above all are we in debt to Professor Stevens for his admira- 
ble contribution of caution and valor in the use of criticism. 

As regards the other parts of the volume, it can be said that Pro- 
fessor Stevens has treated each book of the New Testament writings 
fully. Occasionally the reader is somewhat overwhelmed by the wealth 
of detailed discussion, and frequently one feels that footnotes might 
very well have been used to relieve the text. In his treatment of 
Hebrews the author is seen to good advantage, and even in the 
Apocalypse he succeeds in mingling critical hypotheses with a sort of 
constructive work few writers on the book have exhibited. 

Altogether we welcome the work. Outside of special treatises it is 
the first considerable addition to the literature of the subject made by 
an English or American scholar, and we venture to believe it will 
prove a work of permanent influence and importance. 

Shailer Mathews. 

The University of Chicago. 



Untersuchungen zur Geschichte der griechischen Sprache, 
von der Hellenistischen Zeit bis zum 10. Jahrhundert n. 
Chr. Von Karl Dieterich. Mit einer Karte. Leipzig : 
B. G. Teubner, 1898. Pp. xxiv+326. M. 10. 

This elaborate study of the development of the Greek Koiv-ij, on its 
way toward modern Greek, is published in connection with the invalu- 
able Byzantinische Zeitschrift edited by Karl Krumbacher. Dieterich 
presents a great mass of facts, especially from the papyri, and he treats 
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the evidence in a very orderly and scientific manner. Perhaps one 
may question whether the evidence is abundant enough to make his 
careful tabular statements convincing ; in many cases the abstraction 
of three or four isolated specimens, by interpreting them o'n a differ- 
ent principle, would make havoc of a whole statement. In this 
Journal we may ignore the special purpose of the book, the earlier 
evolution of modern Greek, and restrict ourselves entirely to what is 
subsidiary, the light thrown upon forms occurring in the New Testa- 
ment. 

Here, of course, the first thought of the reviewer is a fervent wish 
that the book went on from phonology and morphology to syntax. 
The history of spellings and declensions and conjugations brings us 
only to the threshold of interest for Greek Testament grammar ; and 
we touch on live questions only when the author (as in the relations of 
perfect and aorist) finds himself unable to deal with forms without 
illustrating syntax as well. Inferentially, we are interested in the evi- 
dence collected to prove that the first five centuries of our era were the 
most important formative period in the development of modern Greek. 
The New Testament is described as the first literary work in the popu- 
lar dialect of the beginning of this period ; and if a similar collection 
of evidence proved this doctrine true for the syntax also, we should 
have fresh material of no small weight for our grammatical exegesis. 

Detailed comments on this book, necessarily limited by space con- 
siderations, may best be given mostly in the way of supplement ; there 
are a large number of phenomena which might have been illustrated from 
the New Testament, and some where the omission is really unfortunate. 
P. 40 : BtpvuKt] is not a Latin word, and its occurrence in the N. T. 
antedates the inscription quoted. TtVAos is also N. T. — P. 44 : add 
iriiv and tci/aeTov from N. T. — P. 79 : under a for av add 'Ayovcrrov as 
variant in Luke 2 : 1 (5<C*). — P. 85 : for aspiration add the variants 
iij>' eXiriSi and d<£i8«> (WestCOtt-Hort, II, 143 f.). — P. 150 : avrov ra 
<rrjfiaa, etc. (John 6:2; 3 : 33 ; 4 : 47, etc.), is claimed as "offenbarer 
Agypticismus." — Pp. 151 f.: the ace. in John 4 : 52 is, as Blass says, 1 quite 
classical. — Pp. 159, 165: add material in W.-H., II, 157 f. — Pp. 171 f.: 
add N. T. genitives in -a and -pi?s. The name Nv/u.<£av (Col. 4:15) may 
be illustrated from AovXa and Hapfle'va given here ; see also my note in 
Expos. Times, V, 66. — Pp. 184 f.: add N. T. occurrence of dVa /u'ow, 
diro tov vvv, aKpyv. Blass has strictures on this page. On Sid ■n-dVra for 
ad cf. the N. T. Sia iravros. For u$s aV " as it were " cf. 2 Cor. 10 : 9. — 

1 See his rather severe review in Theologische Literaturzeitung, June 10, 1899. 
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P. 196 : the use of 1810s is of course sub judice in N. T. So also (p. 200) 
the alleged relative t« ; and (p. 202) the use of eTs for tis. It will not 
do to assume that these changes are developed. — P. 203 : naff th is 
illustrated. It is interesting to note that Irepos is still retained dia- 
lectically, from which Dieterich's general argument leads us to infer 
that its fusion with aXXos was not complete in the Koirq. — P. 205 : fut. 
act. for mid., add exx. from N. T. — P. 207 : add cveo-iwav (1 Cor. 
7:26).* — P. 210: oikoSo/x^/uc'vos, add the new logia (No. 7). — P. 217: 
add irWovv 3 pi. (Acts 4 : 35). — P. 220 : d<£io/x« / in Luke 1 1 : 4 is hardly 
a mere variant with A B C D, etc., behind it. The imperf. is unneces- 
sarily given as rj^ta ; and the N. T. occurrence of d<£5 should have been 
noted. — P. 222 : imper. koBov is not provided for. — Pp. 223 L: -qfneOa 
has good warrant as a N. T. form — J< A B, J< D, IK B speak for it sever- 
ally in the //. cc. — P. 225 : see Blass' criticism as to evi. — P. 229 : the 
converse of -o<o to -d<o comes in the (? Ionic) ijo-o-oo^ai (2 Cor. 12 : 13). 
— P. 234 : add xww (xvwco) for N. T. — P. 235 : the alleged fusion of 
aorist and perfect in N. T. cannot be discussed here, nor the "inex- 
plicable alternation of imperfect and aorist in N. T." (p. 241). — P. 
242 : there are probable exx. of -ocrav 3 pi. in N. T. — P. 246 : note the 
statement that the periphrasis ira c. conj., which ultimately took the place 
of the infin., cannot be quoted before the tenth century. 

The above collection of points in which (with the New Testament 
specially in view) the author might enlarge his evidence will indicate 
to some extent the range of a work which we earnestly hope is only a 

first instalment of his industry. 

James Hope Moulton. 
Cambridge, 
England. 



The Oxyrhynchus Logia and the Apocryphal Gospels. By 
Rev. Charles Taylor, D.D., Master of St. John's College, 
Cambridge. Oxford: At the Clarendon Press, 1899. ?P- 
vi+ 105. 2s. 6d., net. 

Dr. Taylor's essay is founded upon a lecture which he delivered 
at Mansfield College, Oxford, in the Easter term of 1898. His method 
is to discuss each logion separately, presenting such parallels to its 
language and idea as Jewish and early Christian literature afford, and 
quoting paragraphs which bear upon it from other critics and scholars. 

2 By the way, in what sense is fKarfevres a participle? 



